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I.—THE ANGLO-EGYPTIAN QUESTION. 


HE announcement by the British Foreign Office on August 4th 
that agreement had been arrived at with the Prime Minister of 
Egypt regarding the details of ‘‘ proposals for a lasting and honour- 

ble settlement of the Anglo-Egyptian question’ attracted the attention 
{ the whole world, and the interest aroused was not diminished 
hen, two days later, the text of these proposals was made public. 
heir character, which may be regarded as a reflection of the change 
hich came over British foreign policy with the substitution of a 
ocialist for a Tory Government, proved to be such as to engage 
he serious attention of foreign Governments, as well as of the 
bovernments of Australia and New Zealand, and it may, therefore, 
e of interest to place the text of them on record, and at the same 
ime to review the events which led up to their drafting by the 
epresentatives of the two Governments of Egypt and Great Britain. 
In the Bulletin of March 17th, 1928, Vol. IV, No. 19, particulars 
ere given of the negotiations conducted by Sir Austen Chamberlain 
nd the late Abdel Khalek Sarwat Pasha, and the text of the proposed 
reaty drafted by them was printed in full. On the refusal of the 
gyptian Cabinet to accept the terms of this—which it described as 
in every respect incompatible with the independence and sovereignty 
{ Egypt, particularly in that it legalised the British occupation ’’— 
arwat Pasha resigned, and a new Government was formed under the 
afd leader Mustapha Pasha Nahas, which was definitely Nationalist 
h character. The fortunes of that Government, and the events which 
i to its disappearance, with the accession of the present Prime 
linister to power, must be reviewed shortly in order to make it 
ear how the present offer from the British Government has become 
ossible. 
Towards the end of Sarwat Pasha’s tenure of office steps were 
hken in more than one direction towards removing some of the 
abilities which prevent Egypt from making effective her claim to 
le position of an independent sovereign State. Thus on December 
t, 1927, a Government Commission was established to prepare the 
thedule of a new Customs tariff, which is expected to come into 
ee in 1930. The existing tariff, fixed at a maximum of 8} per 
nt. ad valorem by international agreement, prevents the Egyptian 
overnment from resorting to the means of increasing the import 
ties in order to raise additional revenue, and also restricts its 
bility to foster home industries, and the new tariff will provide 
ta higher scale of duty in the case of certain articles. On December 
i, 1927, an even more important step was taken when it was 
lnounced that invitations were being sent to the Governments of 
le Capitulatory Powers to send representatives to a meeting in 
uiro to revise the existing system, under which the nationals of those 
wers enjoy extra-territorial privileges. On December 23rd the British 
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Government took action on its own initiative to remove the anomaly 
whereby British subjects—by an order in Council of 1910—enjoyed 
a privileged position in respect of their liability under the provisions 
of the Egyptian Noxious Drugs Act. The Egypt (Amendment) 
Order in Council, 1927, placed them in the same position as Egyptians 
and the nationals of other countries. 

During the following few months attention was centred on the 
negotiations for a treaty with Great Britain, but just at the time 
that the draft agreed to by Sarwat Pasha was refused by the Egyptian 
Cabinet, the latter’s relations with the British Government became 
strained owing to a difference regarding a quite different matter. 
The Egyptian Government had elaborated a project of a new Law 
regulating public meetings and demonstrations, the terms of which 
appeared to the British Government seriously to compromise the 



















































power of the local executive authorities to deal with anti-foreign 
agitation. So long as Sarwat Pasha was at the head of the Government 
the High Commissioner had not felt it necessary to intervene in any ( 
way to give expression to the British Government’s apprehensions a 
regarding the law, but as soon as the Premier resigned a Note was q 
handed to the Cabinet in which the latter was informed that the - 
British Government reserved the right to take such steps as the of 
situation might demand if the provisions of the proposed Bill became D 
law. This Note was considered by the Cabinet on March 7th, and in 
a@ week or two later, on March 16th, Mustapha Pasha Nahas accepted It 
the Premiership. His new Cabinet took strong exception to what me 
it felt to be unwarranted interference in Egyptian affairs, and on int 
March 30th sent a reply to the Residency in which the British Note En 
of March 4th was described as constituting ‘‘ a perpetual interference the 
with the internal conduct of Egyptian affairs, paralysing the exercise Gor 
by Parliament of its right to legislate and to contro] administration, Brit 
and rendering impossible the existence of a Government worthy of que 
the name.” unt 
Before describing the reception given to this reply in London, anot 
something should be said of the reasons for the British Government: men 
objection to the Bill. In the High Commissioner’s own words, it was enur 
“ obviously aimed at weakening the executive and at facilitating been 
political agitation and demonstrations ” as was evidenced by the faci Egy} 
that no power was given to the police authorities to prevent beforehand status 
any meeting or manifestation, however dangerous it might be. ‘be Ih 
Executive had hitherto possessed such power in virtue of the Law « in ste 
1923. In the new Bill it was not even definitely stated that tle nevey 
police could prevent a meeting which had not complied with th I peye, 
provisions of the Bill. Its supporters maintained that Article 20 4 HM cong 
the Constitution gave the Government a general right to probibll BM oscon, 
meetings, in virtue of its duty to take action ‘ pour la prote tio” B® becay 
de V’ordre social,” but it was felt to be very unlikely that the Executi HM th. p 
would dare, on the authority of this general and vague provision, ” HM pj) , 
act in a matter regulated by a special law. ‘the Bill not only gave the a s0ver 
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police no right to guide demonstrations from one locality to another, 
but definitely deprived them of the right to disperse a meeting which 
seemed likely to result in disorder; it also contained a somewhat 
extraordinary provision authorising the resumption of a meeting 
dissolved on account of grave disorder. An even more questionable 
article was one imposing on officials dissolving meetings without full 
justification penalties more severe than those incurred by members 
of demonstrations which contravened the law. As the High Com- 
missioner wrote: “‘ I'he obvious intention of Article 9 is to discourage 
officials from doing their duty in preventing the occurrence of 
disorder.” In a further examination of the Bill he wrote: ‘“‘ The 
heaviness of the penalties provided for officials as compared with the 
lightness of those for the public would place the former at the gravest 
disadvantage in the performance of their duties, and would be highly 
detrimental to police prestige and discipline.”’ 

The light in which these provisions were regarded by the British 
Government is sufficiently indicated by the terms of a communication 
addressed to the Egyptian Premier in reply to his Note of March 30th. 
He was informed that this could not be accepted as a correct exposition 
either of the relations existing between Great Britain and Egypt or 
of their respective obligations, and he was reminded that by its 
Declaration of February, 1922, the Government had declared the 
independence of Egypt subject to the four reservations set out therein. 
It had accompanied the announcement of its decision to the Govern- 
ments of foreign Powers by the statement that the welfare and 
integrity of Egypt were necessary to the peace and safety of the British 
Empire, which would always maintain as an essential British interest 
the special relations between itself and Egypt long recognised by other 
Governments. In calling attention to these special relations, the 
British Government had intimated that it would not admit them to be 
questioned by any other Power, and that it would regard as an 
unfriendly act any attempt at interference in the affairs of Egypt by 
another Power. In view of this responsibility the British Govern- 
ment had reserved to its absolute discretion the four points 
enumerated in the 1922 Declaration. Settlement of these points had 
been aimed at in the negotiation of a treaty with the late Premier of 
Egypt, but as the Egyptian Government had refused this treaty the 
status quo ante still continued. 

In reply to this Nahas Pasha took occasion, both in speeches and 
in statements to the press, to make it clear that his Government had 
hever recognised the Declaration of February, 1922, Egypt had 
hever been a part of the British Empire, and the | veclarafion, therefore, 
could not confer an independence which was one of Egypt's inherent 
essential rights, The reserved points also could not be recognised 
because the country’s right of independence was not a conditional one. 
The Premier was also at pains to show that the proposed Assemblies 
ill was entirely innocuous, and maintained that all the British 
vovernment’s apprehensions were without foundation ; in any case, 
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he was determined to proceed with the Bill, which would receive 
the Royal Assent and be applied without delay or equivocation. 
In view of this, the High Commissioner felt it necessary definitely to 
intervene, and on April 29th he wrote to the Premier requesting 
him, ‘‘ as head of the Egyptian Government immediately to take the 
necessary steps to prevent the Bill from becoming law,” and added, 
‘**T am instructed to request Your Excellency to give me a categorical 
assurance in writing that the above-mentioned measure will not be 
proceeded with. Should this assurance not reach me before 7 










7 p.m. 
on May 2nd, His Britannic Majesty’s Government will consider 
themselves free to take such action as the situation may seem to them 
to require.” 

A secret session of both Houses of Parliament was held in Cairo 
the next day, after which the Cabinet drafted a conciliatory reply, 
which was handed to the Residency on May ist. This stated that, 
being desirous of a good and friendly understanding with Great 
Britain the Government had decided to adjourn the consideration of 












































the Bill until the next session of Parliament, which was the utmost it be 
could do constitutionally. At the same time, it categorically denied t 
the British Government’s right to intervene in Egypt's legislative Ci 
affairs, on the ground that the Declaration of 1922, on which this was st 
said to be based, was a unilateral one, and had never been accepted “ 
by the Egyptian Government. m 
The incident closed with a reply from the British Government a 

in which the latter was careful to repeat its claim regarding the Ni 
character and scope of the Declaration of 1922, which it refused to wi 
discuss, except to say that it ‘“‘ embodied the conditions subject to Po 
which independence was granted to Egypt, and His Majesty’s Govern- op 
ment will not permit it to be either modified or discharged.” The Co 
correspondence which had passed between the two Governments, Ho 
together with the text of the proposed Assemblies Bill, was published mo 
in London as a White Paper on May 8th, 1928 (Cmd. 3097). by 
Towards the end of the following month attention was again drawn arr 

to Egyptian affairs by the publication in Cairo of a number of state- bag 
ments charging the Premier and two of his associates in the Wafd Brit 
Party with unprofessional conduct as lawyers. Nahas was accordingly wit! 
dismissed by the King, who sent for Mohammed Pasha Mahmud, 1921 
formerly one of the stoutest supporters of the late Zaghlul Pasha, 
whom he had accompanied on the latter’s deportation to Malta at the on ¢ 
beginning of 1919. Mahmud Pasha formed a Cabinet on June 27th, * 
1928, but at once found himself out of sympathy with the temper of oa 
Parliament, in which the Wafd Party enjoyed a large majority. 1In4 ~ 
letter to the King dated July 18th, he accused this majority o regior 
exercising its powers in a dangerously partisan spirit, of refusing 2 
co-operate with their political allies, of gross maladministration, and Powe: 
of a general neglect of the national interests, and on the followit Capit 
day a Royal Decree was issued dissolving Parliament for a period 6) 
White 


of three years, after which the situation was to be re-examined wit 4 
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view to deciding whether new elections should be held. Since that 
date the Government has been carried on by the King assisted by his 
Ministers, and all legislation enacted by Royal Decree. The Wafd 
Party issued manifestoes and held meetings of protest, but met with 
very little success in its attempts to stir up public opinion to take 
action in any form against the Government. Meanwhile, the latter 
was doing its utmost to make progress in the task of winning respect 
abroad. On September 4th it announced its adherence to the Kellogg 
Peace Treaty, with the understanding that this did not imply accept- 
ance of the reservations ‘“‘of any Power.’’* Previous to this, on 
August 16th, the U.S. Secretary of State had offered to the Egyptian 
Minister in Washington draft treaties of arbitration and conciliation 
similar to those signed with Austria, Czechoslovakia, and Poland on 
the same day. On October 30th a Note was despatched to all the 
Capitulatory Powers in which reference was made to the previous 
Note of December 25th, 1927, and the Egyptian point of view as 
to the advisability of putting an end to the extra-territorial régime 
was set forth in detail. The Powers were asked to state whether 
they would prefer to negotiate direct, or hold a conference in 
Cairo to discuss the matter. By December 10th it was under- 
stood that replies had been received from nearly all the Powers 
concerned, and that the British Government had re-affirmed the offer 
made in 1927 to Sarwat Pasha in Article 9(+) of the proposed treaty, 
and had offered all possible support for a conference. On 
November 30th a treaty, valid for five years, was signed with Persia, 
which was independent Egypt’s first agreement with another Islamic 
Power. Furthermore, on January 8th, 1929, conversations were 
opened regarding the acceptance of the findings of the special Nile 
Commission which had issued its report on the question of the regula- 
tion of the Nile waters on March 21st, 1926. These concluded a few 
months later with the signature of an Agreement, on May Ist, last, 
by which this Report was accepted in toto, and the outlines of future 
arrangements as regards irrigation works on the Nile were placed 
on record by an exchange of Notes between the Premier and the 
British High Commissioner. Particulars of the Agreement, together 
with the text of these Notes were published in the Bulletin of 25th May, 
1929 (Vol. V, No. 23).(§) 

Further achievements of the Government were the conclusion, 
on January 12th, of an Agreement with the Government of Palestine 





_ *It will be remembered that in announcing, by letter dated July 18th, 1928, 
Great Britain’s adherence to the Kellogg Peace Treaty, the British Foreign Secretary 
stated that H.M. Government accepted the Treaty on the strict understanding that its 
provisions did not prejudice the Government’s freedom of action in respect of “ certain 
regions of which the welfare and integrity constitute a special and vital interest for our 
peace and safety.” 

(t) This read “ His Britannic Majesty undertakes to use all his influence with the 
Powers possessing Capitulatory rights in Egypt to obtain the modification of the 
Capitulatory régime now existing in Egypt so as to make it conform more closely with the 
spirit of the times and with the present state of Egypt.” 

(§) The text of the Nile Waters Agreement was published as a British Government 
White Paper on July 5th, 1929 (Cmd. 3348). 
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by. which civil and commercial judgments issued in one country 
were executable in the other, and the communication to the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and Belgium of a Note dated February 14th, 
1929, giving notice of intention to denounce the existing commercial 
Conventions, and informing them that as from February 17th, 1930, 
a new Customs régime would be introduced. This was followed up 
on March 13th by a communication to the Belgian Government 
definitely denouncing the Treaty of Commerce with that country, 
in order to clear the way for the introduction of the new tariff. 
Meanwhile another outstanding question had been settled with the 
British Government by the conclusion, in February, of an agreement 
for the settlement of claims against the Egyptian Government in 
respect of the Ottoman Guaranteed Loan of 1855. The Agreement 
was signed on March 17th, 1929,* and provided for the discharge 
by Egypt of her total liability in respect of this Loan, and for certain 
payments by Great Britain in settlement of Egypt’s claim for a 
share of reparations. Certain shipping and army claims outstanding 
since the war were also finally disposed of, on a basis satisfactory 
to both parties. On May 3rd the United Chambers of the Mixed 
Court of Appeal issued a ruling to the effect that the jurisdiction 
of the Courts extended to subjects of the non-Capitulatory Powers, 
but not to Turkish subjects. This was important in view of the 
necessity of establishing an exact definition of what constitutes a 
“foreigner ’”’ in Egypt, a point taken up in the recently concluded 
negotiations between Mahmud Pasha and the British Foreign 
Secretary. The ruling of the Court contained the declaration that 
the term ‘‘ foreigners ’’ could only include those who were considered 
as foreigners at the time when the Mixed Jurisdiction was created. 
In June Mahmud Pasha paid a visit to England, during which 
he received the degree of Hon. D.C.L. of Oxford University, of which 
he is a Graduate. The change of Government in Great Britain no 
doubt encouraged him to re-open negotiations for the final settlement 
of the relations between the two countries, and from the moment 
that he got into personal touch with the British Foreign Secretary 
events moved quickly. On July 24th Lord Lloyd resigned, and two 
days later there appeared in the Cairo press a draft of what purported 
to be the text of the proposed new treaty with Great Britain} agreed 
upon by the representatives of the two countries. The version 
published proved to be substantially correct, as far as it went, when 
the actual text was published by the British Government on August 
6th last. This was prefaced by a letter from Mr. Henderson to 
Mahmud Pasha, dated August 3rd, in which the Foreign Secretary 
said that the proposals agreed upon represented “ the extreme limit 
to which I could recommend His Majesty’s Government to go i 
their desire to achieve a lasting and honourable settlement of out- 
standing questions between Great Britain and Egy pt.” He hoped 


(*) The text of this was published as 8 as a British Government 1 White Paper, Treaty Series 


No. 7 (1929) (Cmd. 3305). 
(t) Vide Bulletin of August Ist, 1929, Vol. VI, No. 2, page 16. 
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that patriotic Egyptians without distinction of party would examine 
them in a friendly spirit, and would find in them a satisfactory basis 
for the future relations between the two countries, and concluded 
“if this should be the verdict of the newly elected Egyptian Parlia- 
ment, His Majesty’s Government, for their part, will immediately 
submit the proposals to Parliament with a view to the conclusion 
and ratification of a treaty carrying them into effect.” 





ANNEXE I. 


PROPOSALS FOR AN ANGLO-EGYPTIAN SETTLEMENT. 
1. 

The military occupation of Egypt by the forces of His Britannic 
Majesty is terminated. 

» 

An alliance is established between the High Contracting Parties 
in consecration of their friendship, their cordial understanding and 
their good relations. 

3. 


Egypt, being anxious to become a member of the League of Nations, 
will present in the conditions prescribed by Article 1 of the Covenant 
a request for admission to the League, which His Britannic Majesty 
undertakes to support. 

4, 

Should any dispute with a third State produce a situation which 
involves a risk of a rupture with that State, the High Contracting 
Parties will concert together with a view to the settlement of the said 
dispute by peaceful means in accordance with the provisions of the 
Covenant of the League of Nations and of any other international 
obligations which may be applicable to the case. 


ov. 

Each of the High Contracting Parties undertakes not to adopt in 
foreign countries an attitude which is inconsistent with the alliance 
or will create difficulties for the other Party thereto. In pursuance 
of this undertaking they will not oppose each other’s policy in foreign 
countries, nor conclude with a third Power any agreement of a 
political character which might be prejudicial to the interests of the 
other Party. 

6. 

His Britannic Majesty recognises that the responsibility for the 
lives and property of foreigners in Egypt devolves henceforth upon 
the Egyptian Government. His Majesty the King of Egypt will 
ensure the fulfilment of his obligations in this respect. 





Articles 1 and 9 should be compared with Article 7 of the Draft Treaty of 1927 (vide 
Bulletin of March 17th, 1928, page 9). 

Article 3 is similar to Article 10 of the 1927 Draft. 

Article 6 is new. 
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Ve 

Should, notwithstanding the provisions of paragraph 4 above, 
either of the High Contracting Parties become engaged in war, the 
other High Contracting Party will, subject always to the provisions 
of paragraph 14 below, immediately come to his aid in the capacity 
of an ally. In particular, His Majesty the King of Egypt will, in the 
event of war or menace of war, furnish to His Britannic Majesty on 
Egyptian territory all the facilities and assistance in his power, 
including the use of his ports, aerodromes and means of communication. 


8. 
In view of the desirability of identity in training and methods 
between the Egyptian and British armies, His Majesty the King of 


Egypt undertakes that, should he deem it necessary to have recourse 
to foreign military instructors, these shall be chosen from amongst 


British subjects. 


9. 

In order to facilitate and secure to His Britannic Majesty the 
protection of the Suez Canal as an essential means of communication 
between the diiferent parts of the British Empire, His Majesty the 
King of Egypt authorises His Britannic Majesty to maintain upon 
Egyptian territory in localities to be agreed upon, to the east of 
longitude 32° E., such forces as His Britannic Majesty considers 


necessary for this purpose. The presence of these forces shall not 
constitute in any manner an occupation and will in no way prejudice 
the sovereign rights of Egypt. 

10. 

In view of the friendship between the two countries and of the 
alliance contemplated in the present proposals, the Egyptian Govern- 
ment when engaging the services of foreign officials will as a rule 
engage Hritish subjects. 

ii, 

His Britannic Majesty recognises that the capitulatory régime 
now existing in Egypt is no longer in accordance with the spirit of 
the times and with the present state of Egypt. 

His Britannic Majesty accordingly undertakes to use all his 
influence with the Powers possessing capitulatory rights in Egypt to 
obtain, in conditions which will safeguard the legitimate interests of 
foreigners, the transfer to the Mixed Tribunals of the jurisdiction of 
the existing Consular Courts, and the application of Egyptian 
legislation to foreigners. 

12. 

In view of the friendship between the High Contracting Parties 
and of the alliance contemplated in the present proposals, [iis 
Britannic Majesty will be represented at the Court of His Majesty 


Article 11 is similar to Article 9 of the 1927 Draft. 
Article 12 is similar to Article 11 of the 1927 Draft. 
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the King of Egypt by an Ambassador, duly accredited, and His 
Majesty the King of Egypt will reserve the highest diplomatic rank 
at his Court to the representative of His Britannic Majesty. 

His Majesty the King of Egypt will be represented at the Court of 
St. James’s by an Ambassador. 


13. 

While reserving liberty to conclude new conventions in future 
modifying the conventions of 1899, the High Contracting Parties 
agree that the status of the Sudan shall be that resulting from the 
said conventions. Accordingly, the Governor-General shall continue 
to exercise on the joint behalf of the High Contracting Parties the 
powers conferred upon him by the said conventions. 


14. 

Nothing in the present proposals is intended to or shall in any 
way prejudice the rights and obligations which devolve, or may 
devolve, upon either of the High Contracting Parties under the 
Covenant of the League of Nations or the Treaty for the Renunciation 
of War signed at Paris on the 27th August 1928. 

15. 

The High Contracting Parties agree that any difference on the 
subject of the application or the interpretation of the provisions of 
the present proposals which they are unable to settle by direct 
negotiation shall be dealt with in accordance with the provisions of 
the Covenant of the League of Nations. 


16. 

At any time after the expiration of a period of 25 years from the 
coming into force of a treaty based on the above proposals, such 
modifications of its terms as may be deemed appropriate in the 
circumstances as they then exist may be made by agreement between 
the High Contracting Parties. 

Nore. 

From a comparison of the two drafts it will be noticed that the 
Lew proposals do not differ very materially from those agreed upon 
with Sarwat Pasha in 1927, except in respect of the recognition by the 
British Government that the responsibility for the protection of 
foreigners now devolves upon the Government of Egypt (Article 6). 
Other changes made are not of a radical character ; the termination 
of the military occupation is merely “ speeded up,” and the status 
of the Sudan merely reverts to that in force prior to the murder of 
Sir Lee Stack in November, 1924. 


Article 13 is new. 
Article 14 is similar to Article 12 of the 1927 Draft. 
Article 15 is similar to Article 14 of the 1927 Draft. 
Article 16 is new. 
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In amplification of the agreement as to the above proposals, Notes 
were exchanged between the British Foreign Secretary and the 
Egyptian Prime Minister placing on record the decisions arrived at 
as to the future arrangements proposed regarding the Army, the 
position of foreign officials (with special reference to the question of 
judicial and financial advisers), the administration of the Sudan, and 


the abrogation of the Capitulations.(*) 
The main points on which agreement was reached may be 


summarised as follows :— 
THE ARMY. 


(1) Existing arrangements, under which the Inspector-General and 
his staff exercise certain functions, shall terminate. British personne| 
shall be withdrawn from the Egyptian forces. 

(2) The Egyptian Government, however, desire in accordance with 

paragraph 8 of the proposals to avail themselves of the advice of a British 
military mission. His Britannic Majesty’s Government in the United 
Kingdom and Northern Ireland undertake to furnish such a mission, 
The Egyptian Government will send the personnel of the Egyptian forces 
to be trained abroad in Great Britain only. His Majesty’s Government, 
for their part, undertake to receive any personnel which the Egyptian 
Government may send to Great Britain for this purpose. 

(3) In the interests of the close co-operation referred to above, the 
armament and equipment of the Egyptian forces shall not differ in type 
from those of the British forces. His Majesty’s Government undertake 
to use their good offices to facilitate the supply of such armament and 
equipment from Great Britain whenever the Egyptian Government so 
desire. 

With regard to the British forces referred to in paragraph 9 of Fore 
the proposals :— mend 

(i) The Egyptian Government will provide, free of cost to His Majesty: fj 
Government, lands, barracks, &c., in localities to be agreed upon, “= 
equivalent to those now occupied by the British forces in Egypt. Upou 
the completion of this new accommodation, those forces shall be transferred 
thereto, handing over the lands, barracks, &c. thus vacated to the Egyptian 
Government. In view of the technical objections to effecting this transfer 
piecemeal it shall await the completion of the new accommodation 10 
be provided. Having regard to the character of the region lying to the 
east of longitude 32° E. steps will be taken to furnish reasonable amenitie 
by planting trees, gardens, &c., for the troops, who will also be provided 
with an adequate emergency fresh water supply. 

(ii) Subject to any modifications which may in the future be made 
by agreement between the two Governments, the privileges and immunities 
in jurisdictional and fiscal matters at present enjoyed by the Britisi 
forces in Egypt will continue. 

(iii) Unless the two Governments agree to the contrary, the Egypt! 
Government will prohibit the passage of aircraft over the territories 
situated on either side of the Suez Canal and within 20 kilom. of it. This 
prohibition will not, however, apply to the forces of the two Governmen! 
or to services maintained by genuinely British or Egyptian organisatio 
operating under the authority of the Egyptian Government. 

* The text of all these Notes will be found in the White Paper published by 
H.M. Stationery Office on August 6th (Cmd. 3376). 
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ADVISERS. 


In a Note regarding the internal reforms contemplated by his 
Government, Mohammed Pasha Mahmud said: “I take this oppor- 
tunity of informing you that it is the intention of the Egyptian Govern- 
ment to maintain, during the period necessary for the completion of 
the reforms in question, the employment of British subjects in the 
posts of Financial Adviser to the Egyptian Government and Judicial 
Adviser to the Ministry of Justice. Future occupants of these posts 
will be selected by the Egyptian Government in agreement with His 
Britannic Majesty’s Government in the United Kingdom, and will 
receive their appointments as Egyptian officials from the Egyptian 
Government.” 

POLICE. 

The agreement arrived at was outlined in the following letter from 
Mohammed Pasha Mahmud :— 

“| take this opportunity of informing you that the Egyptian Govern- 
ment intend to abolish the European Bureau of the Public Security 
Department, but, in pursuance of the undertaking contained in para- 
graph 6 of the proposals, the Egyptian Government will retain, for at 
least five years from the coming into force of a treaty based on the 
proposals, a certain European element in their city police, which will 
remain for the same period under the command of British officers. 

“ If at some future date the Egyptian Government should desire to 
re-organise their police force, I shall be glad to know whether they can 
rely upon the assistance of His Britannic Majesty’s Government in this 
task.” 

In reply to the question in the last paragraph of this letter, the 
Foreign Secretary replied that: “‘ His Britannic Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will be happy to lend the Egyptian Government the services 
of individual experts or of a police mission as they have done in the 
case of other countries similarly desirous of reorganising their police.”’ 


CAPITULATIONS. 

In amplification of paragraph 11 of the Proposals, Mr. Henderson 
addressed a Note to the Egyptian Prime Minister, which is of so much 
importance that it is here quoted in full. The Note read :-— 

“It will be useful if I explain to your Excellency the lines on which 
I think this reform of the capitulatory régime might well proceed, as 
I shall be prepared to support the efforts of the Egyptian Government 
to conclude arrangements with the Powers on these lines when a treaty 
based on the proposals comes into force. 

“It was hoped in 1920, when negotiations were in progress between 
the British and Egyptian Governments, that arrangements might be 
made for the closing by foreign Powers of their Consular Courts in 
Egypt. Draft laws were accordingly prepared in that year extending 
the existing jurisdiction of the Mixed Tribunals, and enabling them 
to exercise all the jurisdiction now exercised by the Consular Courts. 

“I shall be prepared to agree to the utilisation of those draft laws 
as the basis of the reform of the capitulatory régime if foreign Powers 
are willing to transfer to the Mixed Tribunals the jurisdiction of their 
consular courts. 
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“On points of detail many changes will no doubt be required, 
These must be discussed by experts. There are, however, certain 
modifications which will, I think, be necessary in any event, and 
which I desire to take this opportunity of pointing out to your 
Excellency. 

“It may be difficult for some Powers to agree to the transfer to the 
Mixed Tribunals of all suits relating to the statut personnel of their 
nationals. Transfer in the case of these questions should be facultative. 
Jurisdiction in such matters should remain with the consular authorities 
unless an agreement is made between the Egyptian Government and the 
foreign Government concerned for its transfer to the Mixed Tribunals, 
I anticipate agreement that the Mixed Tribunals should exercise jurisdiction 
in these matters in cases where British subjects are concerned. 

“In the case of pardons or remissions of sentences imposed on 
foreigners, and also in connexion with the execution of capital sentences 
imposed on foreigners, the Minister of Justice will consult the Judicial 
Adviser, so long as that official is retained, before tendering his advice to 
the King. 

“TI recognise that the conditions in which the capitulations are at 
present applied as regards the power of the Egyptian Government to 
legislate for or to impose taxation on foreigners are no longer consistent 
with modern conditions. I should be prepared to agree that in future 
any assent which is necessary before Egyptian legislation, including fiscal 
legislation, is applied to foreigners shall be given by the General 
Assembly of the Mixed Tribunals, except in the case of legislation relating 
to the constitution or jurisdiction of the Mixed Tribunals themselves, 
which should not come into force until it has been approved by the Powers 
It should be the duty of the General Assembly of the Mixed Tribunals 
to satisfy itself that the legislation in question is not inconsistent with 
the principles generally adopted in modern legislation which is applicable 
to foreigners, and, with particular relation to legislation of 1 
fiscal character, that it does not inequitably discriminate against foreigners, 
including foreign companies. 

“An extension of the criminal jurisdiction of the Mixed: Tribunal 
will necessitate the preparation and promulgation of a new Code of 
Criminal Procedure. The draft laws prepared in 1920 contain certait 
provisions of importance on this subject of criminal procedut 
(articles 10-27 of Law II, draft of the 18th April, 1920), and your Excellency 
will no doubt agree that the new Criminal Code should not diverge from tle 
principles laid down in these articles. 

“There are certain matters as to which it will be necessary for agree: 
ment to be reached between the Egyptian Government and His Britanar 
Majesty’s Government in the United Kingdom, but I do not think 
necessary to do more at the moment than mention these subjects. 

“ The first is the definition of the word ‘foreigner’ for the purposs 
of the proposed extension of the jurisdiction of the Mixed Tribunas 
I understand from your Excellency that the codes now enforced by ti 
Native Courts in Egypt subject to the Native Courts all persons in Hgyp! 
other than those who by law, usage or treaty are withdrawn from the! 
jurisdiction. I am content to accept this principle provided that t § 
understood that all foreigners who have enjoyed the benefit of the cap!" 
latory régime in the past will fall under the jurisdiction of the Mixed 
Tribunals irrespective of changes of sovereignty effected after the wat “ 
1914-18. 
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“The second is the increase in the personnel of the Mixed Tribunals 
which will be necessitated by the proposed extension of their jurisdiction, 
and, as part of this question, the new functions of the Procureur Général 
of the Mixed Tribunals, and the staff which will be necessary to enable 
him to discharge those functions satisfactorily. The Judicial Adviser 
will, so long as that official is retained, be consulted with regard to the 
appointment of foreign judges in the Mixed Tribunals and of foreign 
members of the parquet, if any.” 

In reply, the Premier said that the particular proposals referred 
to were in accordance with the intentions of the Egyptian Govern- 
ment, and that “‘ as regards the definition of the word ‘ foreigner,’ 
I would observe that, while the Egyptian Government would have no 
objection to the civil and criminal jurisdiction of the Mixed Tribunals 
including foreigners who possessed capitulatory privileges before the 
war of 1914-18, those foreigners who do not possess and never have 
possessed those privileges must evidently be subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Native Courts.” 

FOREIGN OFFICIALS. 

The position as regards foreign officials was covered by paragraph 10 
of the proposals, in amplification of which the following letter was 
addressed to Mr. Henderson by the Egyptian Premier. 

“In the course of our conversations in regard to paragraph 10 of the 
proposals, it was understood that His Britannic Majesty’s Government in 
the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland will not press for an unreason- 
ably narrow interpretation of this paragraph, and that nothing therein 
contained shall prejudice the freedom of the Egyptian Government to 
engage non-British foreign officials for posts for which suitable British 
subjects are not available.” 

The Foreign Secretary replied shortly in confirmation of this 
understanding. 

MINORITIES. 

The position regarding Minorities was made absolutely clear by the 
following note from Mr. Henderson to the Egyptian Premier :-— 

“T wish to place it on record that it was not thought necessary to 
mention, in the proposals, the question of the protection of minorities, 
which figured in the Declaration of February 28th, 1922, but that it is 
recognised that this question will in future be the exclusive concern of the 
Egyptian Government.” 

SUDAN. 

The question of the future status of the Sudan is also of paramount 
importance, and was the subject of an exchange of Notes in explanation 
of the terms of paragraph 13 of the proposals. The British Notes 
contained the interpretations agreed upon of the points discussed, 
while the Egyptian Notes merely confirmed these, and the text of the 
former only is, accordingly, printed here : 

Mr. Henderson said :— 

First BRITISH NOTE. 

‘“ When discussing paragraph 13 of the proposals, we agreed that the 
question of the indebtedness of the Sudan to Egypt should now be 
examined with a view to a settlement on fair and equitable lines. 
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“We further agreed that a representative of the British Treasury 
should discuss the question with a representative of the Egyptian Ministry 
of Finance as soon as a treaty based on the proposals comes into force.” 


SECOND BRITISH NOTE. 
“It will be convenient to place on record the agreement which we 
have reached as regards the method by which international conventions 
are to be made applicable to the Sudan. The conventions which it will 
be desired to apply to the Sudan will naturally be conventions of a technical 
or humanitarian character. 
“In cases where such a convention is signed on behalf of both Egypt 
and Great Britain, and it is desired that the convention should be applied 
to the Sudan, the British and Egyptian delegates will, at a convenient 
moment, make a joint declaration, to be duly placed on record, to the 
effect that their signatures on behalf of Egypt and the United Kingdom 
respectively are intended, taken together, to cover the Sudan, and (in 
cases where the convention requires ratification) that, when the ratifications 
of both the King of Egypt and His Britannic Majesty have been deposited, 
the convention will become applicable to the Sudan in accordance with 
its terms. If no such declaration is made the convention will not become 
applicable to the Sudan, unless by the method of accession, to which 
reference is made later. 
‘In cases where such a declaration has been made, no special mention Au 
would be made of the Sudan in the instruments of ratification. 
** In some cases, where the convention provides for subsequent accession, ques 
and it may be convenient that the convention should be applied to the safe; 
Sudan by this method, accession would be effected by a joint instrument, hale 
signed on behalf of Egypt and Great Britain respectively by two persons Gov. 
duly appointed for the purpose. The method of depositing the instrument inter 
of accession would be the subject of agreement in each case between the the | 
two Governments. In such cases no question of ratification arises. 7 
* At international conferences where such conventions are negotiated that 
the Egyptian and British delegates would naturally keep in touch with police 
a view to any action which they may agree to be desirable in the interests A 
of the Sudan. const 
THIRD BRITISH NOTE. lattes 
“During our recent discussions your Excellency expressed the hope Exch 
that, on the coming into force of a treaty, Egyptian troops would be A 
readmitted to the Sudan.” kept ; 
“Tf, as His Majesty's Government in Great Britain and Norther Britis 
Ireland earnestly trust, the treaty is worked in the same friendly spirit 
in which the proposals were negotiated, they will be prepared to examine 
sympathetically a proposal for the return to the Sudan of an Egyptian 
battalion simultaneously with the withdrawal of the British forces from 
Cairo.” 
The correspondence was closed with a letter from Mohammed 
Pasha Mahmud to Mr. Henderson, dated August 3rd, in which the 
Premier said that he realised that the proposals submitted by the 
British Foreign Secretary represented the extreme limit to which the 
latter could recommend his Government to go, and added, “ for my 
part I am prepared to submit them to the Egyptian people and Parlia- 
ment in the sincere belief that their acceptance would be in the best 


interests of my country.” 
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IIl.—_CHRONOLOGY. 
Abyssinia. 
August 1st.—Decree bringing into force Treaty and Convention with 
Italy. (See Italy.) 
August 3rd.—Ratifications were exchanged at Addis Ababa of the Treaty 
of Friendship and Conciliation with Italy. 


Afghanistan. 

August 6th—The Hazaras were reported to have recaptured Jalrez and 
driven back Habibullah’s forces. In the Eastern Provinces feeling against 
the latter was believed to be growing, but internal dissensions prevented any 
strong combination. In the Southern Provinces the tribes were generally 
hostile, and at Kandahar and Herat the Ameer’s authority was confined to 
within their walls. It was understood in India that the country as a whole 
showed no sign whatever of readiness to accept his rule, and the execution 
of Ali Ahmed Jan Khan had had an unfavourable reaction on all sides. 

August 8th.—In consequence of offers by Habibullah of increased rewards 
for the heads of Nadir Khan and his brothers, Nadir Khan was reported to be 
making plans to remove his headquarters to the frontier, at Gulghundi. 

A state of disorder was reported to prevail in the Eastern Provinces. 


Australia. 


August 7th—The proposals for the settlement of the Anglo-Egyptian 
question were received with reserve, the press giving its opinion that the 
safeguards provided for the security of the Canal, etc., were largely illusory, 
being more of a plausible than of a practical character. If the British 
Government signed the Optional Clause, giving the World Court power to 
interpret disputed terms of a treaty,even the “ modicum of authority ” over 
the Canal provided for might disappear. 

August 8th.—Commenting on the Egyptian proposals, the press complained 
that the British Government had virtually committed Australia to a debatable 
policy without previous consultation. 

August 9th.—The Premier stated that the British Government had 
consulted the Federal Government on the question of reparations, and the 
latter was in agreement with the views expressed by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer at The Hague. 

August 11th.—The Prime Minister stated that the Government had been 
kept informed, by Mr. Macdonald, of all stages of the negotiations between the 
British and Egyptian Governments. 


Bulgaria. 

July 31st.—Fifty Communists were arrested in Sofia, and some thirty in 
other towns. 

August 2nd.—The Government replied to the Yugoslav Note re the amnesty 
granted to M. Radoslavoff and stated that the amnesty did not apply to 
any person affected by Articles 118 to 120 of the Treaty of Neuilly. (These 
Ptescribed that persons accused of acts contrary to the usages of war should 
be handed over to Allied tribunals.) 

August 9th.—The Government’s reply to the second Yugoslav Note was 
despatched. This proposed that the Pirot Protocol should be temporarily 
brought into force to ease the situation on the frontier pending further 
Legotiations. 





Canada. 

August 12th.—By an order in Council the Government established a com. 
plete ban upon the importation of all foreign labour under contract, fiom 
whatever country. 


China. 
INTERNAL AFFAIRS. 

July 31st.—It was announced that the General Political Council had 
decided to set Li Chai-sum (the Governor of Canton) at liberty. 

August 6th—Mr. T. V. Soong tendered his resignation as Minister of 
Finance, as a protest against the Government's failure to frame a Budget, 
a course he has insisted upon in an official memorandum three times during 
the previous 14 months. 

August 7th—In his speech at the closing of the Second Disbandment 
Conference, Chiang Kai-shek estimated that the army totalled two million 
men. The Conference decided to reduce it to 800,000, and it was stated that 
even then its upkeep would absorb 60 per cent. of the total revenue, since it 
would cost about $400 millions. 

August 8th.—In a statement to the Kuo-Min news agency, Mr. Soong 
said that the reduction of the army to 800,000 men could not be effected 
without a radical change of the whole economic conditions of the country, 
and was hardly attainable even if all the requisite funds were available. 

August 11th——Yen Hsi-shan was reported to have retired from the 
Governorship of Shansi. 


August 12th.—Mr. T. V. Soong issued a statement in which he said that 
in view of the Government’s promise to reduce military expenditure and 
establish a budget, he withdrew his resignation, but only on condition, among 
others, that all disbandment expenditure should be supervised by the Party 
the Government and public bodies. 


EXTERNAL AFFAIRS, RELATIONS WITH THE POWERS. 


July 30th.—A preliminary conference was held at Manchuli between the 
Soviet Consul-General at Harbin and the Chinese Commissioner for Foreign 
Affairs from the same city. 

July 31st.—Report re mobilisation of reserve officers in Eastern Sibens. 
(See U.S.S.R.) 

August 1st.—The Minister of Communications informed the press tht 
China intended to negotiate with the Soviet on the basis that while all rights 
and interests with the C.E.R. should be placed under Sino-Russian )oit! 
ownership, the actual administration of the line should be taken over by Chis. 

August 2nd.—It was reported that the conversations with the Sov 
Consul at Harbin had resulted in a direct exchange of Notes between Chang 
Hsueh-liang and M. Karakhan on August Ist. The Chinese Note was under 
stood to offer to negotiate over the C.E.R. on the basis that the existilf 
conditions on the railway were only temporary and subject to settlemett 
according to the Peking and Mukden Agreements, and also to offer to libers'? 
the Soviet citizens against a similar liberation of Chinese in the U.S.S.R. 

In his reply, Karakhan stated that this offer differed materially from the 
proposals presented at Harbin on July 22nd by the Chinese Commissioner for 
Foreign Affairs ; for instance, in the omission of the latter’s proposal that th 
Soviet Government should appoint immediately a new manager and assist! 
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manager of the railway, and the inclusion by Chang of a proposal for the 
legalising of the situation created by the seizure of the line. He charged the 
Mukden Government with having made the settlement of the dispute by 
agreement impossible, and having created a situation fraught with grave 
consequences. 

A report was current that an American girl and an American employee 
of the National City Bank of New York at Harbin had been ill-treated by the 
police there on July 30th. 

August 4th.—It was revealed that on July 25th Nanking had sent a second 
Note to Moscow, the reply to which had been kept secret. 

The Consul at Vladivostok reported that numbers of Chinese had been 
detained there by the Soviet. 

In view of the danger of ‘“ White’ Russian adventures along the Amur, 
Yen Hsi-shan was appointed Commissioner for the Defence of the North-West 
Frontier. 

Report re Soviet “call to arms” at Chita. (See U.S.S.R.) 


August 5th.—Dr. Ho Shih-tsung resigned the Presidency of the Shanghai 
Provisional Court, and in a letter to the Kiangsu Provincial Government 
said he felt unequal to the task of administering the Court in Shanghai, 
the focus-point of international attention. 

August 6th.—The Foreign Office announced that a deadlock had occurred 
at the conference at Manchuli, owing to the authorities being unable to accept 
the Soviet demand for reinstatement of the Russian associate managers of the 
(.E.R., before the opening of formal negotiations. 


August 8th.—It was understood in Shanghai that in spite of Nanking’s 
attempt to create the impression that the Soviet was ready to negotiate 
on the basis of the Chinese terms, the real position was that it had not given 
way in the slightest degree from the standpoint taken up in its Note of July 
13th. All the Chinese representatives were stated to be leaving Manchuli. 


August 9th.—Announcement re despatch of Notes from the Capitulatory 
Powers re extra-territoriality. (See U.S.A. and Great Britain.) 


August 11th.—It was learnt that martial law had been declared along the 
C.E.R., owing to outrages committed on the line, and about 200 Russian 
employees arrested, on suspicion of attempting to start a general strike. 

According to official news published in Nanking, Soviet military 
demonstrations had been taking place along the frontier. 

August 12th.—Soviet army appointment and reports of concentrations on 
Manchurian frontier. (See U.S.S.R.) 

August 13th.—The British Government’s reply to the Note on the question 
of extra-territoriality was received at the Foreign Office in Nanking. 

According to reports from a Japanese source, a body of Soviet Cavalry 
crossed the Argun River on August 7th and looted a Chinese village. On 
August 12th, 60 Soviet employees of the C.E.R. were stated to have been 
arrested for flooding the mines. Further acts of sabotage around Harbin 
were also reported. 


Columbia. 


August 6th.—Serious unrest was reported to exist in the departments 
of Tolima, Santa Marta, and elsewhere, owing to Communist agitation. 
Fighting occurred with Government troops. 
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Czechoslovakia. 

August 2nd.—It was announced that the Government delegation to the 
Hague Conference would include Dr. Benes, Mr. Osusky, Minister in Paris, 
M. Vlasek, Minister of Finance, and M. Pospisil, Governor of the National 
Bank. 


Egypt. 

August 1st.—Publication of text of Convention with Palestine. (See 
Great Britain.) 

August 4th.—The text was published in Cairo of an appeal “ to the people 
of Egypt” telegraphed from London by the Prime Minister, in which he 
stated that he had “ succeeded in obtaining proposals for the settlement of 
the relations between Egypt and England on the basis of friendly and mutual 
understanding.” In representing the hopes and aspirations of Egypt he had 
found that “the British Government were sincerely anxious to meet these 
hopes and aspirations so long as they were compatible in their view with the 
protection of the Suez Canal and other British interests.” He, therefore, 
asked that the proposals should be examined “ in the spirit of enlightened 
patriotism by all Egyptians,” letting no prejudices or party feelings stand 
in the way, since a treaty embodying them would consolidate the friendship 
between the two countries. 

Statement issued by British Foreign Office. (See Great Britain.) 

August 6th—Publication of text of Notes exchanged with British 
Government. (See Great Britain.) 

The Cairo press reported that Sir Percy Loraine, British Minister in 
Athens, had been appointed to succeed Lord Lloyd as High Commissioner. 

August 7th—The Cairo press was, on the whole, appreciative of the 
goodwill shown by the British Government in offering terms of settlement 
which included the withdrawal of the British military forces to the Canal 
Zone, etc., but the Wafd organs were careful to remind their readers that 
until Parliament had met and pronounced on the proposals it would not be 
consistent with the dignity of the Eygptian people to express an opinion. 

Views of Australian Press on the proposals. (See Australia.) 

August 8th—Views of France, Australia and South Africa re British 
Government’s proposals. (See France, etc.) 


Finland. 
August 2nd.—The Government resigned on the assembly of the newly 
elected Diet (elected on July 11th). 


France. 

July 31st.—The Chamber passed a vote of confidence in the new Govern- 
ment by 325 votes to 136. The Radical-Socialists (numbering about %) 
abstained. 

August 1st.—The morning edition of L’Humanite was confiscated by the 
police, who also suppressed a Yiddish, an Armenian, and a workers’ paper. 
A few thousand men in factories in Paris stayed out on strike, while in the 
provinces the numbers on strike were estimated at about 20 per cent. of the 
total. 

Forty Communists were arrested in Paris. 
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August 7th.—Official statement re application of Anglo-French Convention 
of 1882. (See Great Britain.) 
Communiqué re London Air Conference. (See Great Britain.) 


August 8th.—Notice was given that at the next meeting of the Chamber 
the Premier would be asked to explain what measures the Government 
intended to take to protect the security and interests of French nationals in 


Egypt. 


Germany. 


August 11th.—The tenth anniversary of the Republican Constitution was 
celebrated throughout the country. 


Great Britain. 


August 1st.—An official statement was issued to the effect that “the 
conversations between Mr. Henderson and M. Dovgalevsky, which began on 
July 29th, were resumed yesterday evening. M. Dovgalevsky returned to 
Paris this morning, and the conversations will not be continued for the 
present.” 

The statement also explained that the British Government’s attitude 
was that a settlement of the outstanding questions of debts and propaganda 
should be arrived at prior to the exchange of Ambassadors, but that the Soviet 
wished the latter step to be taken first. It was stated that the Soviet 
Government’s attitude was that it could not accept Mr. Henderson’s proposals 
without first referring them to the next session of the Presidium of the Central 
Executive Committee. 

The statement also contained the texts of the Notes exchanged, i.e., 
H.M. Government to the Soviet Government of July 17th, the latter’s reply, 
dated July 23rd, and M. Dovgalevsky’s note handed to the Foreign Secretary 
on July 31st, 1929. 

The text was published by H.M. Stationery Office of the Convention, 
signed on January 12th, 1929, between Egypt and Palestine, providing 
for the reciprocal enforcement of judgments. (Cmd. 3368.) 


August 4th.—The Foreign Office issued a statement to the effect that the 
Foreign Secretary had had a final interview with the Premier of Egypt and 
reported to him that “the Cabinet Sub-Committee had completed the 
examination of the proposals for a lasting and honourable settlement of the 
Anglo-Egyptian question.” 

Anti-British demonstrations in the U.S.S.R. (See U.S.S.R.) 


August 5th.—The Foreign Office received from Constantinople a telegram 
from the British claimants for war damages in Turkey pointing out that they 
bad a lien on the surplus German assets in the hands of the Public Trustee 
amounting to some £10 millions, which it was understood to be the Govern- 
nent’s intention to credit to the Reparation Fund. (This action was taken 
because it was believed that the Paris Reparation Commission’s funds would 
only enable 524 per cent. of the assessed claims to be met.) 

August 6th.—Chancellor of the Exchequer’s statement at the Hague 
Conference. (See Reparations.) 

_ The Foreign Office issued the text of the Notes exchanged with the 
Egyptian Prime Minister regarding the proposals for an Anglo-Egyptian 
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settlement, together with the text of the proposed terms of a treaty of alliance 
between the two countries. Mr. Henderson described the proposals as 
“the extreme limit” to which he could recommend the Government to go 
‘* in their desire to achieve a lasting and honourable settlement of outstanding 
questions.” The procedure contemplated was that the proposals should first 
be approved by “the newly-elected Egyptian Parliament” and then be 
submitted to Parliament, and, if approved, carried into effect by the conclusion 
of a treaty. 

The Egyptian Premier, in replying, said that he was prepared to submit the 
proposals to the Egyptian people and Parliament “in the sincere belief that 
their acceptance would be in the best interests of my country.” 

The proposals included the following important provisions changing the 
existing situation :— 

The British garrison was to leave Cairo and military occupation was to be 
confined to the Suez Canal Zone, i.e., to territory east of longtitude 32 degrees E. 
(say 15 miles west of the Canal). 

Great Britain was to abandon her claim to be responsible for the protection 
of foreigners. 

The Capitulatory régime was recognised as “no longer in accordance 
with the spirit of the times, and the present state of Egypt,” and Great 
Britain undertook to support its being changed. 

The status of the Sudan was to be as defined by the Condominium of 1899, 
and one Egyptian battalion was to be allowed to return there. 

The Financial and Judicial Advisers were to be retained by the Egyptian 
Government. The status of the British representative was to be that of 
Ambassador, to whom would be reserved the highest diplomatic rank at 
the Court of the King of Egypt. ‘ 

The British Government was to promise to support Egypt’s application 
to become a member of the League of Nations. 

The proposals for a settlement with Egypt and the Notes exchanged were 
issued as a White Paper. (Cmd. 3376.) 

August 7th—The Foreign Office issued a statement summarising the 
points of agreement reached with the French Government during a discussion 
which took place in May, 1929, with the object of defining the rights of British 
subjects resident in France, as these were affected by the French Rent and 
Commercial Property Acts of 1926 and 1927. This stated that the Anglo- 
French Convention of 1882 was not limited to commercial and maritime 
affairs alone, but extended to the nationals of each State resident within the 
territory of the other. 

The Foreign Office announced the appointment of Sir Percy Lyham 
Loraine, Bart., as High Commissioner for Egypt and the Sudan. 

Opinions of Cairo press re proposed terms of settlement with Great Britain. 
(See Egypt.) 

Views of Australian press. (See Australia.) 

The Air Ministry, in a communiqué issued re the conference between the 
Secretary for Air and the French Air Minister, stated that the discussion ended 
in agreement both in principle and on certain details for the development of ait 
transport in Africa, Middle East and Far East, and in South America, based 
on wide mutual co-operation between the two countries. (Vide al 
Nortces, No. 5.) 

August 8th.—Speech by the Chancellor of the Exchequer at The Hague. 
(See Reparations.) 


‘ 
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Views of France, Australia and South Africa re Egyptian proposals. (Sec 
France, Australia and South Africa.) 

August 9th—It was announced that the Government, in collaboration 
with those of the other Powers concerned, was about to hand a Note to the 
Chinese Government in reply to the latter’s request for the abolition of extra- 
territoriality. (See also U.S.A.) 

August 12th.—Telegram to Mr. Snowden from the Prime Minister. 
(See Reparations.) 

August 13th.—Reply to Chinese Note re Capitulations. (See China: 
External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 


Greece. 

August 8th—The Government received a Note from the Turkish Govern- 
ment refusing its proposal that the difficulties as to the exchange of populations 
should be submitted to arbitration, on the ground that they were of a political 
character, and therefore not arbitrable. 

August 9th.—Statement by Premier re Young Plan. (See Reparations.) 


Hejaz. 
August 3rd.—A Treaty of Friendship with Turkey was signed at Mecca. 
August 13th.—Recognition by Persian Government. (See Persia.) 


Honduras. 
August 5th—Adherence to Kellogg Peace Treaty. (See U.S.A.) 


Hungary. 
August 13th.—Ratification of Optional Clause deposited at Geneva. (See 
League of Nations.) 


Italy. 

August 1st.—An official statement was issued regarding the Government’s 
views as to the Young Plan, which, it stated, it was prepared to accept as an 
indivisible whole, provided that the other Governments did likewise. 

An official decree was published bringing into force the Convention signed 
on August 2nd, 1928, with Abyssinia, for the construction of a road to Assab 
and the concession to the Addis Ababa Government of a free zone at Assab. 

A second decree brought into force the Treaty of Friendship, Conciliation 
aid Arbitration signed at Addis Ababa on the same date. 

August 3rd.—Ratification of Treaty at Addis Ababa. (See Abyssinia.) 


Japan. 
August 4th—Establishment of Legation at Teheran. (See Persia.) 
August 5th.—In a speech at a Conference of Prefectural Governors the 
Foreign Minister spoke hopefully of the forthcoming naval conference, and the 
Minister of the Navy said that Japan would insist on the ratio of 10-10-7 
auxiliary vessels. (The ratio Japan had proposed at Geneva.) 


League of Nations. 

August 3rd.—The Secretariat issued a communiqué to the effect that 
Mr. Adatchi and Signor Quinones de Leon has asked the Secretary-General to 
*mmunicate to the Council for its information the papers containing a letter 
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from the Lithuanian Premier relating to the danger of frontier incidents with 
Poland, together with the latter's observations thereon. 

August 9th.—Telegram of protest from Lithuanian Government. (See 
Lithuania.) 

August 13th—The Hungarian Government deposited with the Secretariat 
the instrument of ratification of the Optional Clause of the Statutes of the 
Permanent Court of International Justice. 

The Report of the Committee of Experts on the sugar industry was 
issued by the League. 


Lithuania. 

August 3rd.—Circulation of papers regarding Polish question. (See League 
of Nations.) 

August 9th—The Government addressed a telegram to the Secretary- 
General of the League of Nations protesting against the alleged action of the 
Polish authorities in closing a section of the frontier. 


Netherlands. 

- August 7th—Jonkheer Ruys de Beerenbrouck formed a Cabinet, with 
Jonkheer Beelaerts van Blokland as Foreign Minister. All the Ministers were 
members of the Conservative Party. 


Palestine. 
August 1st.—Publication of text of Convention with Egypt. (See Great 
Britain.) 


Permanent Court of International Justice. 
August 1st.—The Academy of International Comparative Law was opened. 


Persia. 

August 1st.—The Government forces reported a successful action against 
the Bakhtiari tribesmen at Saf id Dasht. 

August 4th.—It was stated in Teheran that the Japanese Government had 
decided to establish a Legation there. 

August 8th.—Following successes against the Bakhtiaris, the Shah granted 
an amnesty to the insurgents. 

August 11th.—It was learnt that hostilities in the Bakhtiari country had 
come to an end. 

August 13th—It was announced that the Government had officially 
recognised the Hejaz Government. 


Poland. 

August 3rd.—Circulation of papers regarding Lithuanian question. (S# 
League of Nations.) 

August 9th.—Protest to League by Lithuanian Government. (5 
Lithuania.) 

August 12th—An Economic Conference with Rumania was opened 2 
Warsaw and dealt especially with the port of Gdynia. 


Reparations. 

July 31st.—It was learnt that the following delegates would represet! 
their respective Governments at the Conference at The Hague opening 
August 6th. Great Britain: Mr. Snowden, Mr. Arthur Henderson and 
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Mr. William Graham (President of the Board of Trade). France: M. Briand, 
M. Chéron, M. Moreau (Governor of the Bank of France), M. Berthelot 
(Permanent Head of the Foreign Office), M. Massigli (French representative 
at the League of Nations) and M. Fromageot (Legal Adviser to the Foreign 
Office). Germany: Herr Stresemann, Herr Hilferding (Finance Minister), 
Herr Curtius (Minister for Economic Affairs) and Herr Wirth (Minister for 
Occupied Territories). Italy: Signor Mosconi (Minister of Finance), Signor 
Grandi (Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs) and Senator Pirelli. 
Belgium: M. Jaspar (Prime Minister), M. Hymans (Foreign Minister), Baron 
Houtart (Minister of Finance) and M. Francqui, who was a member of the 
Paris Experts Committee. 

August 2nd.—Appointment of U.S. “ observer ” to the Hague Conference. 
(See U.S.A.) 

August 6th—The Conference on the Young Plan opened at The Hague, 
being officially designated as The Hague Conference, 1929. M. Jaspar, the 
Belgian Prime Minister, took the Chair at the first private plenary session, 
but it was decided that on subsequent days the head of each delegation 
should preside in turn. 

Mr. Snowden made an outspoken statement of the British Government's 

attitude towards the Young proposals, in which he protested against the 
division of the reparations annuities into two categories, one of them uncon- 
ditional and the other conditional, and against the arrangement whereby 
France would get fifty sixty-sixths of the unconditional portion, and Italy 
two million pounds a year, leaving only a negligible sum to be divided among 
all the other creditors, some of them small nations which had not been repre- 
sented on the Committee of Experts. He did not see any justification for any 
alteration being made in the Spa percentages, which had held the field for 
nine years. Under the proposed scheme Great Britain would lose £2,400,000 
a year, France, in addition to her five-sixths of the unconditional annuities, 
would gain £85,000, Italy would gain £1,840,000 and Belgium £610,000, while 
Japan, Yugoslavia, Greece, Rumania and the U.S.A. would all lose small 
amounts. 
_ Mr. Snowden also referred to the British objection to the system of deliveries 
in kind; and concluded by saying that while the British Government was 
prepared to wipe the slate clean of all international debts and reparations, 
so long as reparations were received and so long as debts were paid, Great 
Britain would insist upon being treated fairly in the matter. 

August 7th.—The French and Italian delegates to the Hague Conference 
spoke in reply to Mr. Snowden, and pointed out that the Young Plan was 
an indivisible whole which their delegates in Paris had accepted in the interests 
of peace. The Belgian delegate also said the Plan was a compromise, but 
should be accepted as a whole, since its provisions were closely bound up 
together. MM. Venizelos, Titulescu and Marinkovitch and Senhor Uhrich 
outlined briefly the claims of Greece, Rumania, Yugoslavia and Portugal. 
Herr Stresemann reminded the Conference that his Government had already 
stated that it accepted the Plan as a basis of settlement. 

The Conference then set up two Committees, one political, under the 
chairmanship of Mr. Henderson, with two members of each of the six inviting 
Powers, and the other financial, under the chairmanship of Baron Houtart, 
with two representatives of each of the countries taking part in the Conference. 
The British members of the first were Sir Eric Phipps and Professor Noel 
Baker, and of the second Mr. Snowden and Mr. Graham. 
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The statement of receipts and payments under the Dawes Plan, issued 
by the Agent-General for Reparation Payments for the month of July, 1999 
(Fifth Annuity Year), showed that the receipts for the month totalled 
270,574,134.76 gold marks, making a cumulative total of 2,152,705,992.77 
gold marks. The amount received by the Powers for the month was 
262,036,947 .06 gold marks. 

August 8th.—At the meeting of the Financial Committee, Mr. Snowden 
declared that the British delegation could not take part in the discussion of 
other matters until the committee had reached a decision on the three main 
points, i.e., the variation of the percentages (from the figures agreed upon at 
Spa) the division of payments into conditional and unconditional, and the 
question of payments in kind. 

Mr. Snowden said that none of the figures he had given on August 6th had 
been challenged, and that he did not accept the statement that the Report 
was indivisible ; if that were so, they would not have been there at all. All the 
changes he had asked for could be made within the structure of the Report 
without in the least undermining its foundations. 

He then gave figures of the war debts of the principal creditor nations 
Great Britain’s was £7,500 millions, or more than double that of any other 
country. He had to provide approximately £1 million a day for the service of 
the Debt. Britain’s National Debt was £6,500 millions, excluding the debt 
tothe U.S.A. France’s War Debt was 291 milliard francs (say, £2,328 millions). 


At the end of the war her Allies owed Britain £2,000 millions, while Britain 


owed America a little less than £1,000 millions. She was paying to America, 
over 60 years, a total of £2,200 millions, whereas France would be paying to her, 
on a present value basis, only £227 millions (against a debt of £600 millions) ; 
Italy was paying £78 millions (against a debt of £560 millions), and if the Young 
Report proposals were carried out, Britain would have to sacrifice another 
£30 millions of that £78 millions. The balance could not be written off; it 
would remain a debt which the British people would have to continue to pay, 
in interest in respect of the money originally borrowed, £60 millions a year. 

He concluded by saying that the British Government could not com- 
promise, and Parliament would never ratify the Young Report in its existing 
form. 

Mr. Snowden then proposed a motion that a Sub-Committee of Treasury 
experts should be appointed to consider and submit proposals for the settle- 
ment of questions raised in regard to the amount and method of payment 
of the annuities provided for under the Plan, and, without the German 
representatives, “to revise the scheme of distribution, so as to bring it into 
accord with the existing inter-Allied agreement.” 

M. Chéron, who followed, stated that the French delegation could not 
possibly accept this proposal, since in suggesting a different division of the 
annuities Mr. Snowden was dealing a direct blow at the Plan. Signor Pirelli 
and M. Jaspar spoke in much the same strain, though they adopted a more 
conciliatory tone. 

The Committee was adjourned until August 10th, in order to give the 
delegates an opportunity for consideration of the proposals. 

The Political Committee met under the Chairmanship of Mr. Henderson, 
and heard statements by the French and German delegates. 

August 9th.—It was understood that, following on private conversations 
between the delegates concerned, it was hoped to reach a settlement of the 
third question raised by Mr. Snowden, i.e., that of reparations in kind, and a0 
arrangement regarding coal delivereries was under consideration at a spec 
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meeting of two representatives of the Rhenish Coal Syndicate and two members 
of the British Department of Mines. 

The Political Committee met and made satisfactory progress. It accepted 
the principle of setting up a technical sub-committee to deal with the evacua- 
tion of the Rhine. It was decided also to refer the question of a Committee 
of Verification and Conciliation to a committee of jurists consisting of the legal 
advisers to the various Governments. 

As regards this committee, the German standpoint was that there already 
existed two methods of dealing with differences in the Rhineland, i.e., 
diplomatic channels, and the Locarno Treaty, which provided that all 
difficulties should be placed before a permanent Conciliation Committee of 
five members—the two disputants, and three others appointed by them. 

M. Briand, in defending the proposed new Committee, maintained that it 
might be regarded as an annexe to the Locarno Agreement and be of 
approximately the same duration. 

The British view was that if there was to be such a Committee, which was 
not desirable, it should be a committee of the League, with no element of 
control in its functions. 

Mr. Briand issued a statement to the press reviewing the circumstances 
which had led up to the summoning of the Conference, and stating that he did 
not believe the situation was beyond remedy owing to the adoption of a 
“contrary attitude’ by one Power, against the wishes of the other five. 

Attitude of Australian Government re annuities. (See Australia.) 

M. Venezelos was stated to have informed the press that Greece, Rumania 
and Yugoslavia had decided to refuse to sign the Young Plan unless the 
injustice done to them by its provisions were removed. 

August 10th.—At the meeting of the Finance Committee Mr. William 
Graham explained the British Government’s objections to the continuation 
of the system of deliveries in kind. 

M. Chéron then made a statement to the effect that France was prepared 
to settle the question of deliveries in kind without interfering with the 
Young Plan in such a manner as to safeguard British economic interests. 
He then questioned Mr. Snowden’s figures as regards the sums Great Britain 
would lose if the Young Plan scale of annuities was adopted. Even if France 
did get 550 millions out of the 660 million marks of the unconditional 
annuities, Britain, he said, obtained advantages from the distribution over 
37 years, and in the first 10 years she got payment beyond her outgoings 
to America under the Balfour Note. With regard to a previous reference 
by Mr. Snowden to an alleged promise made by M. Poincaré to Mr. Churchill 
(on October 19th, 1928) that the Spa percentages would be adhered to, 
M. Chéron said that a British Memo of later date (November 2nd, 1928) 
referred to the annuities necessary to cover debts and reparations without 
making any mention of prior charges (i.e., the £200 millions already paid 
to America). The Spa percentages had been scrupulously respected in the 
Young Plan except as regards arrears. 

Mr. Snowden found it necessary to call in question the accuracy of 
M. Chéron’s figures. He said that if he went into details he could refute 
every one of the constructions the French delegate had placed upon his 
figures ; in fact the latter’s interpretation of the Balfour Note was rather 
grotesque and ridiculous to anyone who understood its full character. He 
Was 48 anxious as anyone for a settlement, but there could be no permanent 
settlement unless it was based on justice, and unless a decision was taken 
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soon upon his resolution he would have to leave the Conference. He refused 
to admit that a definite pledge had not been given to Mr. Churchill by 
M. Poincaré that the Spa percentages would be applied to any part of the 
annuities which was mobilisable. 
























































Owing to the indignation of the French delegation at the terms used : 
by Mr. Snowden, Baron Houtart called upon him and arranged that the . 
words objected to should be omitted from the official record of the meeting. p 
Mr. Snowden expressed his regret that he should have unintentionally used 
words which appeared discourteous to the French delegate, but which in - 
English, he said, were not offensive or un-Parliamentary. F 

According to the Paris press a meeting of the French, Italian, Belgian 
and Japanese delegates was held, at which it was decided to support the 
Young Plan as an indivisible whole, but to ofier Great Britain certain minor S 
concessions regarding deliveries of coal, and on other points. 

August 11th.—A special meeting of the chief inviting Powers was held Ei 
at which peace was made between the British and Freneh delegates and we 
various misunderstandings cleared up. we 

In the Political Committee, Mr. Henderson was understood to have made 
it clear that the British Government intended to withdraw its troops from (s 
the Rhine by the end of the year. 

August 12th.—The British delegation received a telegram from the Prime Te 
Minister making it clear that Mr. Snowden had the whole country behind 
him, irrespective of party, in the attitude he had taken up, and stating that 
the Financial Commission should understand “ quite finally that the Experts’ 

Report requires readjustment to meet the just claims” of Great Britain. Bri 
The telegram concluded by saying “ we have reached the limit of inequitable 
burden-bearing.” U. 

The Financial Commission dealt with the question of deliveries in kind 
and Herr Curtius explained how important these were to Germany. The ord 
Commission then adjourned until August 14th. Eas 

In the Political Commission, M. Briand repeated the French view that no resi 
decision it arrived at could be adopted till the Financial Committee had 
completed its work. (See 

(The Committees were actually only divisions of the full Conference, and ( 
had to reunite in order to report to it, so that their discussions had to be (See 
parallel.) ’ 

The Commission adjourned till August 14th, to allow the technical experts Mos 
to consider the arrangements for transport, etc., for the evacuation of the that 
Rhine. ; 

August 13th.—At an informal meeting of the British, French, German and senti 
Belgian representatives to discuss the evacuation question, M. Briand, while y. 
still maintaining that the Young Plan should first be accepted, was understood Extei 
to have withdrawn the condition that the evacuation should not take place I 
until the Plan had been ratified by the Parliaments of the countries concern. soun 
It was also understood that the British Government intended to evacuate “mn 
its troops by Christmas, 1929, but on condition that Germany should pay the T 
cost of the occupation for the last three months (amounting to at least + ruptt 
millions), though the Young Plan made no provision for occupation costs afte! throu 
September Ist, 1929. The German Government was reported to be willing A 
to forgo all claims for damage done by the occupation. . (See 

It was decided, after all, not to appoint a sub-committee of technica! au" : 

empl 


military experts. 
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Rumania. 

August 1st.—The trial began of forty-four “ Facists,” accused of planning 
to occupy the principal Government buildings and surround the residences 
of members of the Government on July 4th, 1929. 

August 2nd.—It was officially announced that on September 2nd the new 
mining law would come into operation, under which 75 per cent. of the proved 
petroleum lands would be sold by auction. 

It was announced that the Government delegation to the Hague Conference 
would include M. Mironesco, the Foreign Minister, M. Popovici, Minister of 
Finance, and M. Titulesco, Minister in London. 

August 12th.—Economic Conference in Warsaw. (See Poland.) 


South Africa. 

August 8th.—Fears were expressed in the press lest the Wafd Party in 
Egypt should adopt an aggressive anti-Empire policy if the British proposals 
were embodied ina treaty. It was also feared that friction with foreign Powers 
would follow over the abandonment of extra-territorial privileges. 

Report re appointment of Diplomatic Minister in Washington. 
(See U.S.A.) 


Turkey. 
August 3rd.—Signature of Treaty with the Hejaz. (See Hejaz.) 
teply to Greek proposal re exchange of populations. (See Greece.) 
August 5th—Claims of British residents for war damages. (See Great 
Britain.) 


U.S.S.R. 

July 31st.—It was reported in Moscow that the military authorities had 
ordered the mobilisation of all reserve officers of the Red Army residing in 
Eastern Siberia and all reservists of other ranks of the 1902 and 1903 classes 
resident in the same area. 

August 1st.—Publication of Notes exchanged with British Government. 
(See Great Britain.) 

Chinese Minister of Communications’ statement regarding the C.E.R. 
(See China: External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) . 

The Red “ anti-war’ day was celebrated throughout the union, and in 
Moscow the authorities issued rifles, etc., to 40,000 boys and girls in order 
that they might make an impressive demonstration against the “‘ Imperialists.” 

August 2nd.—Exchange of Notes between Soviet and Chinese repre- 
sentativesat Harbin. (SeeChina: External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

August 4th—Reports re Notes exchanged with Nanking. (See China: 
External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

It was reported in Moscow that on August 2nd the authorities at Chita 
sounded the “call to arms,” whereupon all Communist organisations 
~ mustered ready to meet the foe in a most satisfactory manner.” 

The authorities staged special demonstrations to protest against “ the new 
rupture of the British-Soviet relations by the psuedo-Labour Government ” 
throughout the Union. 

August 8th.—Situation regarding attitude of Soviet Government to China. 
(See China: External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

August 11th.—Martial Law on the C.E.R. end arrest of Soviet railway 
employees. (See China: External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 


89 





30 


It was learnt that the Presidium of the Supreme Council had decided to 
reorganise the whole management of Soviet industry “ from top to bottom.” 

August 12th—The Government appointed Vasili Konstantinovitch 
Bliicher to the command of all the Soviet forces in the Far East, which were 
to be known as the “Special Far Eastern Army.” (General Bliicher was 
believed to be identical with General Galens, who was advise1 to the Chinese 
Nationalist Army in 1926-27.) 

The former Soviet Consul in Harbin reported that large concentrations of 
White Russians were near the frontier in Manchuria. 

The Commissary for War issued a command through the press to the 
‘Red ” Cavalry ordering the Red Army to keep its powder dry, since war 
loomed ahead, and at any moment “ class enemies ”’ might cross the frontier. 

August 13th.—Reports re cavalry raid on frontier. (See China: External 
Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

The Soviet State Bank’s branches at Shanghai, Peking and Tientsin took 
measures to liquidate their affairs. 


USS.A. 

August 2nd.—It was officially announced that Mr. Edwin C. Wilson, the 
First Secretary to the Embassy in Paris, would be sent as “‘ observer ”’ to the 
Conference at The Hague. 

Report re ill-treatment of Americans at Harbin. (See China: External 
Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

August 5th—The State Department received advice of the adhesion of 
Honduras to the Kellogg Peace Treaty. 

August 6th.—Further protests against the proposed tariff increases were 
filed in the State Department on behalf of trade associations in Great Britain, 
the Netherlands, Portugal, Latvia and Finland. 

August 8th.—It was learnt from a semi-official source that Mr. Eric Louw 
was to be appointed the first Minister for the Union of South Africa in 
Washington. 

August 9th.—The State Department announced that a Note was in course 
of despatch to the Chinese Government in reply to the latter’s Note of May 3rd, 
1929, regarding extra-territoriality (vide Bulletin of 11th May, Vol. V, No. 22, 
p. 16). It was understood that it contained an intimation that the time was 
not yet ripe for the abrogation of the privilege of resort to their own 
Consular Courts enjoyed by the nationals of certain Powers. It was also 
stated that similar Notes had been despatched by Great Britain, France 
and the Netherlands, after discussion with the U.S. Government. 


Venezuela. 

August 12th.—Revolutionaries attempted to capture Cumana, the capital 
of Sucre State, but were beaten off by Government forces, losing most of their 
leaders. The Governor of Sucre was killed. 


Yugoslavia. 

July 31st.—Communist disturbances occurred at Sarajevo, where some 
buildings of the railway workshops were burnt down. 

August 2nd.—Receipt of Bulgarian reply to Note re the political amnesty. 
(See Bulgaria.) 

August 9th.—Note from Bulgarian Government re frontier. (See Bulgar.) 
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IIIl.—NOTICES, 


1. A Conference of Esperantists took place in Vienna on July 31st, at 
which about 700 delegates from 30 countries were present. The Conference 
was preliminary to the International Esperanto Congress, which opened at 
Budapest on August 2nd. 


2. The Sixth Annual International Convention of the Negro Peoples of 


“+ 


the World was opened at Kingston, Jamaica, on August Ist. 


3. The Pan-African Agricultural Congress opened at Pretoria on 
August Ist. All parts of Africa and Madagascar were represented. 


1. The sixth International Mission Congress was opened at Médling, 
It was attended by representatives of 21 nations, 
among them being the Papal Nuncio and the French Ambassador. 


5. A Conference took place in London on August 7th between the British 
Secretary of State for Air and the French Air Minister with a view to estab- 
lishing closer co-operation in civil air transport in all parts of the world where 
British and French interests could be linked together, or where speedier air 
transport could be secured by organised development of services. The 
British and French Directors of Civil Aviation attended the Conference. 


6. The International Teachers Congress opened at Elsinore on August 8th 
under the auspices of the New Education Fellowship, and was attended by 
2,000 delegates. The programme included 300 lectures. 


7. The annual Convention of the International Association of Gardeners 
was held in Toronto on August 8th and following days. It passed a resolution 
endorsing the proposal to create a 400 acre ‘international peace garden ”’ 
on the U.S. frontier, as a memorial to the peaceful relations existing between 
Canada and the U.S.A. for over a century. 


8. The twenty-fifth World Advertising Convention opened in Berlin on 
August 11th, and sat for five days. It was composed of three main sections : 
the Americans, the British and the Continental. About 3,000 members 
attended. In conjunction with the meeting an Advertising Exhibition was 


held on August 11th and following days. 


1929. 


Aug. 


9 


8th-21st. 

8th-22nd. 
10th-16th. 
10th-24th. 
12th-18th. 
14th-24th. 
16th to 
Sept. 5th. 
19th-22nd. 
21st. 


22nd. 
23rd-28th, 


26th, 
26th. 


IV.—FORTHCOMING EVENTS. 


Conference of the International League 
for New Education * - * 
Eleventh Session of the Executive of the 
International Confederation of Students 
League of Nations Union School for Senior 
Students és ow e. - 
llth Congress of International Confedera- 
tion of Students .. er ne ei 
Congress of the International Federation of 
Shoe and Leather Workers om 
Pan-Pacific Surgical Conference 
International Democratic Peace Con- 
ference oo “a <a en 
World Congress of Religious Forces for 
Peace 7” sé oe a - 
Congress of the International Statistical 
Institute o* 


World Conference on Adult Education 
Sixth Congress of the Women’s Inter- 
national League for Peace and Freedom 
International Settlements Conference > 
22nd Session of the International Air 
Traffic Association a ae 
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Elsinore. 
Budapest. 
Geneva. 
Budapest. 
Stockholm. 
Honolulu. 
Paris. 
Frankfurt. 


Warsaw. 
Cambridge. 


Prague. 
Amsterdam. 


The Hague. 
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1929. 
Aug. 30th. 
30th-31st. 
» 380th-3lst. 
»,  30th- } 
Sept. 11th. 
be 2nd. 
* 2nd. 
a 2nd-5th. 


» Sth-6th. 


*56th Session of the Council of the League.. 

2nd International Woodworkers’ Con- 
ference 

Council and Permanent Commission ‘of 
the Inter-Parliamentary Union 

Third Annual Conference 20 British and 
Dominion Students 

36th Conference of the 
Law Association 

*Tenth Meeting of Assembly of the League 
of Nations 4 

International Congress on Commercial 


Education ; 
Conference of ” Private 


International 
Organisations for the Protection of 
Fédération 


Migrants 

Annual Conference "of the 
Universitaire Internationale... 

Congress of International Silk Federation 

Congress of the International Federation 
for Housing and Town Planning 

5th International Congress on Aerial 
Navigation 

5th Oenareas of the General ‘Confederation 
of Labour - Se 

Christian Miners’ International 

4th Congress of the Christian International 
Federation of Employees 

*First Conference of the International Con- 
sultative Technical Committee - 
Wireless Communications . 

General Meeting of Delegates to the 
International Association for Social 


" International 


8th-16th. 


12th-14th. 
12th-19th. 


16th. 
17th-20th. 


17th-19th. 
18th-19th. 


19th. 


19th-21st. 


Progress .. ie be ob Pe 
Sixth Annual Conference of The Association 
of Special Libraries and Information 
Bureaux 
Inter-Parliamentary Commercial Conference 


20th-23rd. 


23rd. 
23rd. 
23rd-26th. 


International Cotton Federation 
International — 
lectual Workers 
25th. *Central Opium Board 
26th. Sixth Annual Conference of the Fédération 
International des Unions Intellectuelles 
28th-30th. Congress of International Federation of 
Independent Salaried Employees 
*46th Session of Governing Body of Inter- 
national Labour Office . 
27th World Peace 
Universel de la Paix) .. 
*13th Session of the International Labour 
Conference “4 


of ; Intel- 


3rd. 
» 6th 


to 10th. 
»» 10th. 


» 25th } 

to 

Nov. 22nd. 

Oct. 28th. 
1930. 

May 5th-10th. 

i 17th. 


Ist. 


Congress — (Congres 


World Engineering Congress o« 
Institute of Pacific Relations Conference .. 


First International Congress of Mental 
Hygiene 


Girl Guides and Girl Scout Association 
Pan-Pacific Trade Union Congress $3 


* League of Nations. 


hen: 


International Conference of the " World’ 8 { 


Geneva. 
Bratislava, 
Arcachon, 


Geneva. 


Munich, 
The Hague 


Zurich. 


Geneva. 
Barcelona 
Bordeaux. 
Geneva. 
Athens. 
Geneva. 
Tokyo. 
Kyoto. 
Washing 
Lyndhurs 


England. 
Viadivosta 
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